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{J udge Upholds Kinoy’s Conviction

F Og/égélgtburst at HUAC
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contempt. He said Congress
can.  only place contempt
charges against witnesses
who refuse to answer ques-
tions.

If the disorderly charge

were not applicable to such
actions, “Congress would be
unprotected from disruptive
tacties,” Greene said.
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on the legal profession.

Greene, in an 11-page opin-
ion upholding the conviction,
said, “this conviction renders
,En-othing illegal that would not
:have been illegal in any event.
| “It does not extend by one
iota the area of impermissible
conduct. If it did, this Court
would be the first to resist
the extension.” .

Kinoy, a law .professor at
Rutgers University, had asked
Greene to reverse the convie-
tion.

The professor, who is 45, had
been representing a witness
called by the House Commit-
tee when he was hauled, kick-
v‘ing and screaming, from the
jcommittee room on Aug. 17
iafter he had refused to obey
the committee chairman’s or-
der to sit down.

At the trial, Kinoy’s atfor-
neys argued that his conduct
had not been disorderly but
had only been a “vigorous de-
fense” of his client. Greene

Kinoy’s lawyers said they
plan to appeal Greene's rul-
ing.

Prosecution for disorderly
conduct would inhibit the legal
profession beecause it punishes |
lawyers for vigorously defend-
ing clients, Kinoy held. He also
alleged the conviction violated
the Constitution’s separation
of powers, because Congress
has its own machinery for
handling contempt.

Greene disposed of the
first contention by holding
that, under the committee’s
rules, Kinoy had no standing
as a lawyer at the time of his
“loud and boisterous” con-
duct, because the committee’s
rules limit an attorney’s role
to advising witnesses who are!
on the stand.

Kinoy had attempted to ob-
ject to the testimony of an-i
other witness. He was over-
ruled, but persisted, refused
to sit down after repeated
warnings, and was then ar
rested.

Greene also dismissed the
contention that Congress
could have tried Kinoy for




